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SUBJECT: Source S p e c i f i c  S I P  Revis ions 

FROM: ' ' Sheldon Meyers, D i r e c t o r  /5...'' . . ' 

O f f i c e  o f  A i r  Q u a l i t y  P lanning and Standards (ANR-443) 

Direc tor ,  A i r  Management D iv is ion ,  Regions 1, V ,  Ix 

. 
I 

Di rec to r ,  A i r  a'nd' Waste Management D i v i s i o n  
. .  Regions 11-IV, VI-VIII, X 

Td: 
. .  

We have recen t l y  no t i ced  a s i g n f f i c a n t  increase i n  t h e  number o f  
source s p e c i f i c  S I P  rev is ions  being processed. Whi le  no s i n g l e  reason can 
e x p l a i n  t h e  increase e n t i r e l y ,  i t  appears that t h e  improved a b i l i t y  o f  
Regions t o  process such ac t ions  as w e l l  as t h e  passage of compliance dates 
has l e d  t c  t h e  increase. 
SIP rev i s ions  a r e  t h e  appropr ia te admin i s t ra t i ve  mechanism t o  deal  w i t h  
these ac t ions  and t h a t  these submi t ta l s  be adequately supported. 
regard I am making t h e  f o l l o w i n g  recommendations: 

sources- in  nonattainment areas. Presumably, t h e  States want not  on ly  EPA 
approval o f  these re laxat ions,  b u t  a l s o  maintenance o f  t h e  o v e r a l l  approval 
s ta tus  o f  t h e i r  SIP'S. Hence, they  a re  not  ask ing  f o r  EPA t o  approve 
t h e  re laxa t i ons  I f  t h a t  would mean t h a t  t h e  cons t ruc t i on  ban would come 
i n t o  or cont inue i n  ef fect .  F o r  a S t a t e  t o  secure EPA amr- 

It i s  imperatfve t h a t  Regions determine whether 

I n  t h i s  
. 

Many o f  these submi t ta ls  cons is t  o f  re laxa t l ops  f o r  i n d i v i d u a l  

r e l a x a t i o n  and cont inue o v e r a l l  -1 s t  atus. however. t h e  St- 
aged t o  show t h a t  t h e  SIP as a whole, desp i te  t h e  re laxa t ion .  would 
cont inue t o  "provide for"  attrinlMn): +ha end o f  1982 i n  the case o f  
nonextension areas o r  a5 e-ica ble.  b u t  no laser  C han 
-For VOC t h i s  oenera l ly  w i l l  rpOyi re a e 
and modeling demonstrat ion cons is ten t  with t h a t  app l i ed  i n  extensio@ 
areas. Fo r  TSP and 507. t h i s  w i l l  r e w i r e  a modeling demonstrat ion u s i n o  - 
reference model ing teci iniques and bes t  a v a i l a b l e  dat6. I recommend t h a t -  
t h e  Rpoians r e t u r n  t o  t h e  States as incomplete any s- es 
not i nc lude  the above demonstration. 

Each Region that i s  currently exper ienc jng an increase i n  t h e  number 
o f  source s p e c i f i c  SIP rev i s ions  f o r  areas i n  attainment, o r  where the 
at ta inment  da te  has not passed, should discuss wi th i t s  S ta tes  whether 
i n d i v i d u a l  S I P  rev i s ions  a re  t h e  most appropr fa te means t o  deal w i t h  an 
action. Where a l t e r n a t i v e  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  mechanisms e x i s t  o r  can be ' 

developed w i thou t  adversely impact ing  t h e  Federal  e n f o r c e a b i l i t y  of  the 
SIP, these mechanisms should be employed. F o r  exanple, Regions cou ld  
negot ia te  w i th  Sta tes  t o  bundle source s p e c i f i c  rev i s ions  i n t o  a more 

xprehens ive  submi t ta l  r a t h e r  than  submit a number of i n d i v i d u a l  act ions.  
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